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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-5, 11-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by US Patent No 
6271752 to Vaios. 

• As per claim 1, Vaios discloses a method by which a computing system responds to an 
event that wakes the computing system from a sleep mode (304, 306), the method comprising 
the following steps: 

• Recognizing the event by the computing system (304; since there is only one 
monitoring device being used, the system always recognizes the event as an obstruction 
to the motion sensor) 

• Responding to the event by the computing system (306), including the following 
substeps: 

• Generating an event notification message (3 1 0), and 

• Transmitting the event notification message to an external device separate from 
the computing system (312), the transmitting being performed via wireless 
communication (6, 312); and, 

• Returning the computing system to the sleep mode (3 1 6) 
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• As per claim 2, Vaios discloses a method wherein the external device is a pager (312) 

• As per claim 3, Vaios discloses a method wherein the event is an incoming call to the 
computing system (306) 

• As per claim 4, Vaios discloses a method wherein the transmission is made by the 
computing system directly to the external device via a wireless network (312) 

• As per claim 5, Vaios discloses a method wherein the transmission is made by the 
computing system to the external device via a wireless modem (column 2, lines 17-21; 6; 
Vaios teaches the use of a wireless communications network and the use of a computer 
network interface to connect to the communications network) 

• As per claim 1 1 , Vaios discloses storage media, the storage media storing software which 
when executing on a computing system performs a method by which the computing system 
responds to an event that wakes the computing system from a sleep mode (304, 306), the 
method comprising the following steps: 

• Recognizing the event by the computing system (304; since there is only one 
monitoring device being used, the system always recognizes the event as an obstruction 
to the motion sensor) 

• Responding to the event by the computing system (306), including the following 
substeps: 

• Generating an event notification message (3 1 0), and 

Transmitting the event notification message to an external device separate from 
the computing system (312), the transmitting being performed via wireless 
communication (6, 312); and, 
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• Returning the computing system to the sleep mode (3 1 6) 

• As per claim 12, Vaios discloses storage media wherein the external device is a pager 
(312) 

• As per claim 13, Vaios discloses storage media wherein the event is an incoming call to 
the computing system (306) 

• As per claim 14, Vaios discloses storage media wherein the transmission is made by the 
computing system directly to the external device via a wireless network (312) 

• As per claim 1 5 ? Vaios discloses storage media wherein the transmission is made by the 
computing system to the external device via a wireless modem (column 2, lines 17-21; 6; 
Vaios teaches the use of a wireless communications network and the use of a computer 
network interface to connect to the communications network) 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 6-7, 16-17, 20-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Vaios as applied above and in view of US Patent No 6772169 to Kaplan. 

• As per claim 6, Vaios fails to disclose a method wherein the event is an inquiry from the 
external device. Kaplan discloses a method wherein 

• The event is an inquiry from the external device (column 2, lines 36-37); and 
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• The event notification message includes a response to the inquiry from the external 
device (column 2, lines 43-44). 

Kaplan discloses the use of a remote device to wirelessly access data stores in an 
application or on a web server. Thus it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the invention to combine the teachings of Vaios and Kaplan to 
remotely query the video and image storage server disclosed by Vaios. The motivation to 
combine being the ability to access the data stored on the remote system allows the user 
to advantageously, wirelessly monitor and manage the system (column 1, lines 9-15). 
Another advantage is the ability to monitor multiple sites from one remote device 
(column 5, lines 7-11). 

• As per claim 7, Vaios fails to disclose a method wherein the event is an access by the 
electronic device into a database. Kaplan, as applied above, discloses a method wherein the 
event is an access by the electronic device into a database within the computing system 
(column 4, lines 21-36). 

• As per claim 16, Kaplan discloses storage media wherein 

• The event is an inquiry from the external device (column 2, lines 36-37); and 

• The event notification message includes a response to the inquiry from the external 
device (column 2, lines 43-44). 

• As per claim 17, Kaplan discloses storage media wherein the event is an access by the 
electronic device into a database within the computing system (column 4, lines 21-36). 

• As per claim 20, Vaios discloses a method performed by a computing system, the method 
comprising the following steps: 
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• Waking the computing system from a sleep mode upon receiving an event sent to the 
computing system from an external device (304; since there is only one monitoring 
device being used, the system always recognizes the event as an obstruction to the motion 
sensor) 

• Responding to the event by the computing system (306), including the following 
substeps: 

• Generating an event notification message (3 1 0), and 

• Transmitting the event notification message to an external device separate from 
the computing system (312), the transmitting being performed via wireless 
communication (6, 312); and, 

• Returning the computing system to the sleep mode (3 1 6) 

Vaios fails to disclose that the event is an inquiry. Kaplan discloses a system, as discussed 
above, of querying a system from an external device (column 2, lines 36-37). 

• As per claim 21 , Kaplan discloses a method wherein the inquiry is an access by the 
electronic device into a database within the computing system (column 4, lines 21-36). 

• As per claim 22, Vaios discloses a method wherein the external device is a pager (312). 
5. Claims 8, 18-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Vaios as 
applied above and in view of US Patent No 6442248 to Davis. 

• As per claim 8, Vaios fails to disclose an event that is a phone call. Davis discloses a 
method wherein 

• The event is an incoming phone call to the computing system (column 2, lines 27-28) 
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• The additional substep is included: providing a pop-up window that displays 
information pertaining to the phone call, the pop-up window being displayed to a user 
upon the user awakening the computing system (column 16, lines 3-8). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
combine Vaios and Davis to create a system that handles phone calls. The motivation to 
combine is the need to be able to identify the incoming telephone calls to the user 
(column 1, lines 33-37) 

• As per claim 1 8, Vaios fails to disclose an event that is a phone call. Davis discloses 
storage media wherein 

• The event is an incoming phone call to the computing system (column 2, lines 27-28) 

• The additional substep is included: providing a pop-up window that displays 
information pertaining to the phone call, the pop-up window being displayed to a user 
upon the user awakening the computing system (column 16, lines 3-8). 

• As per claim 19, Vaios discloses a method performed by a computing system, the method 
comprising the following steps: 

• Waking the computing system from a sleep mode upon receiving an event sent to the 
computing system from an external device (304; since there is only one monitoring 
device being used, the system always recognizes the event as an obstruction to the motion 
sensor) 

• Responding to the event by the computing system (306) 

• Returning the computing system to the sleep mode (316) 
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Vaios fails to disclose that the event is a phone call and that a pop-up window notifies the 
user of the caller's information. Davis discloses a system, as discussed above, of telephoning 
a computer (column 2, lines 27-28) and providing the pop-up window that displays 
information pertaining to the phone call, the pop-up window being displayed to a user upon 
the user awakening the computing system (column 16, lines 3-8). 

6. Claims 9-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Vaios as applied 
above and in view of US Patent No 6694471 to Sharp. 

• As per claim 9, Sharp discloses a method comprising queuing up a message for 
retransmission when no receipt acknowledgement is received by the computing system (142, 
146). Vaios discloses that the message is an event notification message, as discussed above. 

• As per claim 10, Sharp discloses a method additionally comprising retransmitting a 
message when no receipt acknowledgement is received by the computing system (142, 146). 
Vaios discloses that the message is an event notification message, as discussed above. 

Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

• US Patent No 5752050 to Hernandez et al discloses a system that wakes up when an 
event is received and which returns to the sleeping state when the event has been fully 
processed. 

• US Patent No 5600576 to Broadwater et al discloses a system that wakes up when 
triggered by an event and then falls back asleep within 1.5 seconds. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Anand Patel whose telephone number is (571) 272-721 1. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Lynne Browne can be reached on (571) 272-3670. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 





